
L.AA O f ^ ' C t S 

SDMS Document 
lllllll!|l||llinilllllllll I III 

CDW*»D N ^ O L I S M C 
»HILlP M S M I C N M A N ' ^ 
acNNrrr u AAWON-^ 

J L . D * " I L A S O v i T Z ^ 
5Ti:'»MCN C SUS5MAN 
*t.AM M LC«NCR<^ 
i -EBSMCLJ « . C M M * N 

OOSi-YN G «»OLLACK 
»OBCFtT I r u T t u « 
a « » n r « CuSON 

OIAMC WOStCnANS wENOcn 
S U S A N N A E L A C M S 
GWtGOW'' G GOSr iELO 
L E O N A » O r i s M M A N * 
-ABOUD W05CN 
M O V A H O O EICMf N B A U M " 
^ANCT S KOLC 
M I M O N C H A T Z A 
C SCOTT MCYCK 
BAUCC S r iAiHES* 
STEVCN C PARMEn* 
rnANces M v isco 
B H T N A U. S I N G E » * 
O C B H A B WClOMAN 
C"IC A. MCINI " 
VC»»NON » « Y « 0 . J " 
JOEL • l »C« iu3T t tN" 
•OBCHT L- GWUNOLOCK. J « • 
KCNNCTM S^ICOCL 
CAWOLVN M r n A M C * 
STCVCN M, PL.ON" 
HOWAMO S^tCMCR* 
JOHN M. OANTH ' 
OENISC t-*OL.UNGSWOnTM.0AW3ON 
M A W K A OPtOOALiS" 
TMCNCSA M K<NKPATMICK 

COHEN, OHAPIRO. POLISHER, SHIEKMAN AND UOHEN 

SVLVAN M COHEN 
POBERT fPEEDwAN 
O A V f O j GOUDBEWG*' 
niCHAnO S PEAPU 
«fCHA«D M SOUi«C 
DENNIS E KAPUSTIN 
wOWAtto A B L U M 
MiCWACL J KLINE-
DAVID G U T i N ' 
M I C H A E L A B L O O M 
M U R M A Y J K L E I N -
COLIN O S T E H N 
OCMO J auTEPA 
* M D « C W S M I ' L L M A N 
SICMARDJ GOUOSTt iN* 
MAHC'A J w E x a c w c 
NEIL H MAIMM-i i 
JONATHAN L LEVIN 
C^LEN »ADOW« 
EL.LEN M GILLCSP'C" 
STEPHEN V V A R N E L L 
WIL.L>AM O M A M V I N 
DAVIO J BPOOMAN" 
Tt^OMAS J S T U K A N C * 
SUSAN WOLPCW* 
LO«CTTA G P E N N O N " 
puTM t . a n A N r o p s 
PAUL L. rCLOMAN" 
PAUL U flUSSOHIELLO* 
JOHN P JUOOC" 
KENNETH o n u a i N * < ^ ' 
MICHAEL M, GLUCK* 
MAftSMA s w o u r * 
MUPICL L. GOOOC 
ROBERT ROSS* 
MICHELLE O BANKS-
RITA M SOSCLLI* 
DIANE M. o o a a s * 
SMENMY A KA.JOAH 
MARK A STEVENS* 

PRINCETON PIKE CORPOnATE CENTEP 

9 9 7 LENOX ORlvE 8UIL0ING THREE 

LAWRENCEVILLE. NEW JERSEY O S S - ^ S 

i e 0 9 l 6 9 5 - 1 6 0 0 

SPECIAL LITIGATION COUNSEL 
MORRIS M SHUSTER 

COUNSEL 
WEUBEN E COHEN 
GEORGE WARREN 

ALBEHT M COHEN 

ABRAHAM i_ S H A P I R O 

67943 
TELtCOPlER' (6091 895 -1329 

PENNSYLVANIA o r r ' C t 

PSrs auiLOING 

12 SOUTH liTM STHEET 

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA I 9 I 0 7 

(215) 922 I 300 

CABLE: COSAC 

TELECOPIER 12(51 592-«329 

D I R E C T D IAL : 

• AOMiTTCO IN Nnw ^ c . s c v 
^ A O M i r r C O IM NCW TtXVK 
* NOT AOMtr rCO IN l»tNN9VLVAMIA 

U N L X U N O T C O A O M I T T C O «« ^ f NMSVLVAMlA 

October 24, 1988 

Ms. Janet Feldstein 
Project Manager, Site Compliance Branch 
U.S. EPA 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10278 

Mr. James Schmidtberger 
U.S. EPA - Region II 
Site Compliance Branch 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10278 

Re; SCP/Carlstadt 

Dear Ms. Feldstein and Mr. Schmidtberger: 

This letter responds to Jim's letter of September 29, 
1988 referencing the September 20, 1988 meeting of U.S. EPA, 
NJDEP and the SCP/Carlstadt PRP Group Technical Committee. 

We appreciated the opportunity to meet with the Agency 
and believe the open discussion benefited all those present. 
We believe that the process 'of completing the RI/FS would 
benefit greatly by regularly scheduled meetings between EPA, 
NJDEP and our lead technical committee members. Please let me 
know whether this can be arranged. 

At the September 20, 1988 meeting, all parties agreed 
that more information was needed before an appropriate on-site 
Feasibility Study could be completed. U.S. EPA and NJDEP 
agreed that preparation of the on-site FS should be postponed 
until the additional essential data were obtained. 
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The PRPs agreed to provide to EPA revised POP-8 and 
POP-9 addressing offsite groundwater wells and the bedrock 
well, respectively, by Friday, September 30, 1988. That 
submittal was made in a timely fashion. 

The cooperating PRPs also agreed to provide to EPA by 
October 4, 1988, a list of the studies believed by Dames & 
Moore to be necessary to obtain the additional data essential 
to development of the on-site FS. That, too, was submitted to 
EPA within the agreed timeframe. 

It was further agreed that detailed work plans would be 
developed and submitted for those projects included in the 
October 4 list that did not have working plans previously 
submitted. The recollection of both the Technical Committee 
members and the Dames & Moore representatives who attended that 
September 20 meeting is that as many of the work plans as 
possible would be submitted by October 14 recognizing that some 
would be submitted at a later date. At present, only two work 
plans are anticipated to be submitted after the 14th: 1) 
on-site pilot scale ground water treatment facility; and 2) 
bench scale testing of soil treatment technologies. 

In your letter you state that "EPA clearly indicated 
that any proposals submitted after the initial submittal 
(October 4) will not be considered." We have no recollection 
of the Agency flatly precluding any further proposals. To the 
contrary, we would expect the Agency's support for additional 
work if, in the course of the planned investigations, a clear 
need for some additional item were revealed. Should the 
studies proposed in our September 30 and October 4 
communications disclose some unusual, unanticipated or 
unexplainable condition, the resolution of which would be 
crucial to completion of the on-site FS, the PRP Group reserves 
the right to submit proposals for such studies as would be 
needed to obtain the necessary data. It is our sincere belief 
that EPA will not automatically preclude such additional 
studies merely because the need for them is not known at the 
present time. Rather, we expect the Agency to consider any 
such subsequent proposals in an objective and scientifically 
sound manner. 
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We appreciate the concern that further studies not delay 
progress at the site. I want to make clear to you that we have 
no intention of embarking on additional studies merely to delay 
the process. 

During the meeting you expressed interest in an 
immediate, short-term remedy or operable unit. The Technical 
Committee and its consultant currently are evaluating operable 
unit concepts. Several of the projects proposed are integral 
to completing this evaluation. 

Finally, a crucial understanding was reached at the 
September 20 meeting which is not mentioned in your letter. It 
was mutually agreed that the FS would not have to address 
remediation of the clay layer if it demonstrated to EPA's 
satisfaction that applicable ARARs can be met in the bedrock 
aquifer without remediation of the clay. That agreement by EPA 
is understandably important to the PRP Group, and we restate it 
herein expressly so that tnere will be no misunderstanding in 
the future. 

We look forward to continuing discussion and more 
frequent meetings as the RI/FS process proceeds. Please call 
me at your earliest convenience if you have any differences of 
opinion regarding the contents of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

^Alicd^^.'^-^. V ^ 
William L. Warren / ^ 
On behalf of the SCP 
Carlstadt PRP Group 
Technical Committee 

/da 
SEH-0568 
cc: James Rooney, Esq. 

Mr. Kevin Schick, NJDEP 
Ms. Pam Lange, NJDEP 
SCP/Carlstadt Technical Committee 
Dames & Moore 
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